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1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

a. With regard to claims 8 and 10: 

i. Claim 8 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 

being incomplete for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to 
a gap between the steps. See MPEP § 2172.01 . The omitted steps are: the 
steps that appear to be necessary for linking the steps recited in claims 8 
and 10 to those that are in claim 4. 

b. With regard to claim 9: 

i. The phrase "said intercepting, determining, and blocking occurs ... and 
includes ..." is not idiomatic since its verb is not in agreement with its 
subjects. 

ii. The higher level driver is recited without a lower one being recited cause 
confusion. What kinds of driver, terminal are being referred to is not 
clear. 

iii. What input is being provided to a higher level driver is not clear. 
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c. With regard to claims 1 1 and 12: 

i. Claims 1 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being incomplete for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to 
a gap between the steps. See MPEP § 2172.01. The omitted steps are: the 
steps that must exist in order to link the setting step to the loading step and 
the steps that must exist in order to link the loading step to the setting step. 

ii. In claim 1 1 , the work "it" lacks antecedent basis. 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless ~ 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use 
or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 4, 6 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Cason et al (4,410,957 hereinafter Cason). 

a. As per Claims 1. 2 and 14: 
i. Cason teaches: 

(1) [inherently] intercepting at least one key code [to have it in order 
for making Cason' s comparison possible]; 

(2) determining if the intercepted at least one key code is authorized — 
[i.e., the combination of functions 92 and 94 (Fig. 3)]; and 

(3) blocking/fdiscarding] 
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(a) the intercepted at least one key code 

(b) if the intercepted at least one key code is not authorized — 
[i.e., function 96]. 

ii. It is understood that Cason's Figure 3 is implemented as a computer 
executable instruction stored in a computer readable medium. 

b. As per claim 4: 

i. Cason teaches [see e.g. his Abstract]: 
( 1 ) comparing keycode to a table. 

c. As per claim 6: 

i. Cason teaches: 

(1) [inherently] intercepting at least one key code [to have it in order 
for making Cason's comparison possible]; 

(2) determining if the intercepted at least one key code is authorized — 
[i.e., the combination of functions 92 and 94 (Fig. 3)]; and 

(3) blocking/fdiscarding] 

(a) the intercepted at least one key code 

(b) if the intercepted at least one key code is not authorized — 
[i.e., function 96]. 

ii. Cason teach that: 

(1) his keycode is received [by element 48] from an event queue [i.e., 
keystroke queue 42)]. 
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5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103© 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

6. Claims 3 and 8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cason 
et al (4,410,957 hereinafter Cason). 

a. As per claim 3: 

i. Official notice is hereby taken that it is a common practice in the art to 

display on a message if a key code entered by a user is not authorized so as 
to make known to an unauthorized user his/her forbidden activity. 
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b. As per claim 9: 

i. Cason teaches: 

(1) [inherently] intercepting at least one key code [to have it in order 
for making Cason' s comparison possible]; 

(2) determining if the intercepted at least one key code is authorized — 
[i.e., the combination of functions 92 and 94 (Fig. 3)]; and 

(3) blocking/[discarding] 

(a) the intercepted at least one key code 

(b) if the intercepted at least one key code is not authorized — 
[i.e., function 96]. 

ii. Cason further teaches that: 

(1) his teaching is applied as a filter 

iii. However Cason does not explicitly teach: 

(1 ) that his filtering can be bypassed by a higher level driver. 

iv. Official notice is hereby taken that it is a common practice in the art to 
provide a higher layer level that can bypass a lower layer level. 

v. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to provide a provision in a lower layer 
level through which a higher layer level can be used to bypass that lower 
layer level. 
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c. As per claims 8 and 10: . 

i. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to realize that: 

(1) Cason's computer inherently include standard features (i.e., all the 
steps recited in applicant's claims 8 and 10) for allowing a 
computer user to set/reset his/her CMOS configuration information 
at time of boot up his/her computer. 

d. As per claims 1 1 and 12: 

i. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to realize that: 

(1) Cason's computer, if meeting a standard, includes all the steps 
recited in these claims. 

ii. The skilled person would have been motivated to realize that: 
( 1 ) Cason' s computer include : 

(a) a necessary means to perform the functions of : 

(i) setting gamma tables to zero; and 

(ii) setting the gamma tables to normal values 
because such means is necessary for prolonging the lifetime 
of a monitor (notice that screen saver and screen blanking 
need such means); 
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(b) a necessaria means to perform the function of: 
(i) loading operating system components 
because loading an operating system is necessary for 
subsequent operations on a computer 

(c) a necessary means to perform the function of: 

(i) sending data to a remote terminal before it reaches 

an interrupt handler, 
because a computer's ability to send data to another 
computer before it handle an interrupt is a common practice 
in the art (notice that in fault recovery, a computer would 
send its data to another available computer so that an 
interrupted process can be processed thereat). 

7. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cason et al 
(4,410,957 hereinafter Cason) in view of Roylance (5,574,447). 

a. As per Claim 7: 

i. Cason teaches: 

(1) [inherently] intercepting at least one key code [to have it in order 
for making Cason' s comparison possible]; 
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(2) determining if the intercepted at least one key code is authorized — 
[i.e., the combination of functions 92 and 94 (Fig. 3)]; and 

(3) blocking/[discarding] 

(a) the intercepted at least one key code 

(b) if the intercepted at least one key code is not authorized — 
[i.e., function 96]. 

ii. Cason further teaches: 

(1) keycodes being compared to contents stored in table [64]. 

iii. However, Cason does not explicitly teach: 

(1) storing intercepted key codes in a buffer prior to his comparison of 
his keycodes. 
i v . Roy lance teaches : 

(1) storing intercepted key codes in a buffer prior to comparing them 
with another keycode. 

v. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to: 

(1) buffer Cason's intercepted key codes before comparing them with 
other key codes. 

vi. The skilled person would have been motivated to do such buffering 
because: 

( 1 ) Roylance teaches the concept; and 
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(2) it is a common practice in the art to buffering information prior to 
using them especially for purpose such as allowing flexible timing 
control. 

8. Claims 5 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cason et 
al (4,410,957 hereinafter Cason) in view of Tsuzuki (JP361 1 10265 A). 

a. As per claim 5 and 13: 

i. Cason teaches: 

(1) [inherently] intercepting at least one key code [to have it in order 
for making Cason' s comparison possible]; 

(2) determining if the intercepted at least one key code is authorized — 
[i.e., the combination of functions 92 and 94 (Fig. 3)]; and 

(3) blocking/[discarding] 

(a) the intercepted at least one key code 

(b) if the intercepted at least one key code is not authorized — 
[i.e., function 96]. 

ii. However Cason does not explicitly teach: 

(1) that his key code, if determined to authorized, is passed forward. 

iii. Tsuzuki teaches: 
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(1 ) passing an intercepted key code, if it passes a comparison test, to 
an appropriate place wherein it can be taken for used/[execution]. 
iv. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to provide a provision in a lower layer 
level through which a higher layer level can be used to bypass that lower 
layer level. 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

10. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(703) 746-7239, (for formal communications intended for entry) 

Or: 

(703) 746-7240 (for informal or draft communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington. VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

11. The Examiner, hereby, requests that the Applicant would please provide (in additional 
with a normal response in hard copy) the Examiner an electronic copy of Applicant's response to 
this Office Action by E-mail it to the Examiner's E-mail address Ly.Hua@USPTO.GOV. 

1 2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Examiner Ly Hua whose telephone number is (703) 305-9684. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 9:30 AM to 6:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Gail 
Hayes, can be reached on (703) 305-971 1 . The fax phone number for this Group is (703) 305- 
3718. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should 
be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-9600. 



" LYV.HUA 
PRIMARY PATENT EXAMINER 
ART UNIT 2131 




L. Hua 

December 30, 2001 



